
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
BOARD FOR CORRECTION OF NAVAL RECORDS

2 NAVYANNEX
WASHINGTON DC 20370-5100

JRE
Docket No: 4031-98
7 June1999

DearJ~~

This is in referenceto your requestfor further considerationof yourapplicationfor
correctionof yournaval recordpursuantto the provisionsof title 10 of the United States
Code, section1552.

A three-memberpanelof theBoard for Correctionof NavalRecords,sitting in executive
session,reconsideredyourapplicationon 27 May 1999. Your allegationsof errorand
injusticewerereviewedin accordancewith administrativeregulationsandprocedures
applicableto theproceedingsof this Board. Documentarymaterialconsideredby the Board
consistedof yourapplication, togetherwith all material submittedin support thereof,your
naval recordandapplicablestatutes,regulationsand policies. The new evidence,which was
providedby the Departmentof VeteransAffairs (VA), relatesto the VA’s action of 27
August 1997 awardingyou a 50 percentrating for post traumaticstressdisordereffective
from 28 July 1991.

After carefuland conscientiousconsiderationof theentire record, the Board foundthat the
evidencesubmittedwas insufficient to establishthe existenceof probablematerialerroror
injustice.

The Board concludedthat the action of the VA of 27 August 1997 is not probativeof error
or injustice in yourcase. In this regard,the Board notedthat unlike the military
departments,the VA mayawarddisability compensationwithout regardto the issueof fitness
for military service. The Board was not persuadedthat you sufferedfrom post traumatic
stressdisorderprior to your voluntaryreleasefrom activeduty in 1991, or that you were
unfit for duty becauseof thator any othercondition. Accordingly, it adheredto its original
decision,anddeniedyourapplication. The namesand votesof the membersof the panel
will be furnishedupon request.

It is regrettedthat the circumstancesof yourcasearesuchthat favorableaction cannotbe
taken. You areentitled to havethe Board reconsiderits decisionupon submissionof new



and materialevidenceor othermatternot previouslyconsideredby the Board. In this
regard,it is importantto keepin mind that a presumptionof regularityattachesto all official
records. Consequently,whenapplying for a correctionof an official naval record, the
burden is on theapplicantto demonstratethe existenceof probablematerialerror or
injustice.

Sincerely,

W. DEAN PFEIFFER
ExecutiveDirector


